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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims are generally indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. practice. 
They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document and are 
replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. For instance the claims are unclear 
because it is unclear what is meant by "enabling an orderer to given an order of 
purchasing", "agency service trader's place", "purchase target article", "of which 
respective respective notifications are given via said communication terminal used by 
the orderer" (it is not clear here whether it is saying that notifications were given by the 
user or notifications will be sent to the user);"unique to both of every orderer and every 
puschase ", and "home delivery slip number". This list is not indended to be viewed as 
exhaustive. 

In claims 7 and 19, "notifying said virtual shop of a request for delivering the 
purchase article" is unclear since it would appear that the shop would send out a 
request to deliver the purchased article. 

In claims 12 and 24, lines 1-4 are unclear. 

In claims 8 and 20, "repeatedly" is indefinite. 
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In claims 8 and 20, "register said virtual shop on a blacklist" is unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 26 is drawn to disembodied software, 
which is per se nonstatutory. It is noted that a software program embedded on a 
tangible computer readable medium is statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 11-17, and 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Buettgenbach et al (2002/0032613), hereafter "613", in view of 
Walker et al (6,754,636). 

As to claims 1 and 13, '613 shows receiving from the virtual shop order data and 
pickup location data (which the buyer notified the shop of) via a receiving unit (e.g., par. 
0040, 0048); issuing identification on the basis of having received the order information 
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via an issuing unit (e.g., par. 0071); and confirming the identification information via a 
confirmation unit. 

'613 does not explicitly show that the identification information issued to the 
buyer is unique to both the buyer and transaction. Walker et al show providing 
identification information unique to the buyer and transaction (e.g., Fig. 22). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the method of '613 as 
taught by Walker et al in order to provide greater security (for instance, each time a 
locker is used a new ID number is used, so previous users cannot re-enter it; and losing 
a tangible item having the number in or on it can result only in the loss of one package 
rather than the repeated loss of packages). 

As to claims 2 and 14, '61 3 in view of Walker et al show generating the 
identification information using order information (e.g., Fig. 22). They do not show 
generating information using a one-way function. However, to do so is notoriously old 
and well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to provide identification based on a one way function in order preserve the integrity of 
the original data. 

As to claims 3 and 15, it is noted that '613 in view of Walker eta si show setting 
the identification information so as to contain numerals of the buyers phone number, 
comprising using the entire phone number (e.g., par. 54). 

As to claims 4 and 16, Walker shows confirming the identification information via 
a POS terminal. 

As to claims 5 and 17, '613 in view of Walker et al show using a smart card. 
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As to claims 1 1 and 23, '613 in view of Walker et al show all steps except erasing 
the data when legal. However, it is notoriously old and well known in the art to erase 
such data when legal in order to minimize the amount of data held in long term storage 
and therefore reduce costs. 

As to claims 12 and 24, '613 in view of Walker et al show receiving a piece of 
completion information and notifying the virtual shop of the completion, and notifying a 
settlement institution of information about payment. 

As to claims 25 and 26, it is noted that '61 3 in view of Walker et al show software 
performing the recited steps. 

Claims 6 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
'613 in view of Walker et al as applied to claims 1 and 13 above, and further in view of 
Zarovinsky (2002/0133415). 

'613 in view of Walker et al show all elements of the claims except providing a list 
of receiving locations to the e-shop. Zarovinsnky shows the e-shop providing a list of 
receiving location for the buyer to choose from (par. 48). It is inherent therefore that ths 
information was provided to the e-shop. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the arts to further modify the method of '613 by providing a list of locations as 
taught by Zarovinsky in order to ease determining where to ship for the buyer, and to 
gain more business. 
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Claims 7-10 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over '613 in view of Walker et al as applied to claims 1 and 13 above, and 
further in view of "Re: Astropix Wholesale Optics", hereafter "Astropix". 

'61 3 in view of Walker et al show all elements of the claim except notifying of a 
request for delivery and receiving a tracking number as a reply. Astropix shows these 
elements. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further modify 
the method of '613 by sending a delivery request and receiving a tracking number in 
order to ensure that the shipment can be tracked. 

As to claims 8 and 20, '61 3 in view of Walker et al and Astropix shows all 
elements except putting a merchant on a blacklist and notify the customer. However, to 
do so is notoriously old and well known in the art. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to further modify the method of '61 3 by doing so in order to kept 
the customer apprised and to avoid bad business dealings in the future. 

As to claims 9 and 21 , '613 in view of Walker et al and Astropix shows all 
elements except providing the information when delivery response is received. 
However, to do so is notoriously old in the art. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide such information at the earliest time in order to provide 
the buyer with the opportunity to plan his time. 

As to claims, 10 and 22, it is noted that '613 in view of Walker et al and Astropix 
shows all elements. It is noted that the server 214 of '613 is located centrally, away 
from any one shipping agent's location, and that any information sent to or from the 
agent's location is therefore forwarded by the server to that location. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven B. McAllister whose telephone number is (703) 
308-7052. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert P. Olszewski can be reached on (703) 308-5183. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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